"Order is the mother, and not the daughter, of liberty. " 

benzene 152 July 10, 1989 Special Pre-Bastille Day issue 

The covers of the latest magazines coming through my mailbox (most of which I haven't read yet) indicate 
the Bastille Day media blits has begun. Rats. I wish I'd gotten this issue out a few weeks ago. Yeah, what 
else is new? I wish I weren't half a year behind in my letter column, too. You may have noticed that the pub- 
lishing pace has picked up a bit recently. I'm hoping to keep the pace up for another four or five issues, but 
as always that is dependent on my time not being occupied by other business in the real world. Lately I've had 
lots of free time, but that could change. 

The lead-in is from Pierre Joseph Proudhon, though I'm not sure I quoted him correctly. My notes show him 
saying just the opposite, but I think my note is wrong. I don't think I would have saved the quote unless it 
were the way I have it above. Msr Proudhon was a French autodidact and amateur journalist of the post-Revolu- 
tionary era. He is best known for his unorthodox economic ideas (abolition of money, for one) which somehow 
managed to be both anti-capitalist and anti-Marxist. Or so my encyclopedia tells me. 

This is benzene, an approximately monthly amateur newsletter, loosely associated with the postal diplomacy 
hobby, which consists primarily of a dialogue between the editor and the readers about politics and anything 
else that interests them. Also in BZ are games of postal scrabble (open to kibitzers) and postal monopoly. 
Benzene is published by Mark D H Ig M Lew, 438 Vernon 1103, Oakland, CA 94610; teIephone_{415) 268-8626. Sub 
rates are 60 cents per issue, and trades arc- sel corns. 

One of my readers has taken me to task for flatly making subjective statements without providing any evi- 
dence in support. Lately I've been keeping this criticism in mind, but I've found the alternative is to qualify 
almost every sentence I write with "I believe that" or "it seems to me that" or some such. I find that tedious. 
Benzene is not a reference book, it is a journal of opinion. Statements herein are what I believe to be true. 
Opinions herein are my own. Readers who disagree with anything I say are cheerfully encourage to dispute it in 
the letter column. 

Last issue wasn't very legible, thanks to my overestimate of the copier's ability to compensate fof- a 
printer ribbon in need of replenishment. If yours was so bad that it was unreadable, tell me which page* you 
need and I'll run you a new copy. I've squished up the type even more in this issue. I think the condensed 
characters are no less readable than the full -sized characters packed closer together that I used in 151, and 
they let me fit even more on a page. I hope that'll be enough to keep this issue under three ounces. I've 
already resigned myself to paying for two ounces. I don't like to do that, but I've recently criticized another 
pubber for being too uptight about money so now's not the time to be stingy. Another thought is to go back to 
regular type and pitch (as in 150) and have it reduced and printed center-staple. But I'm partial to the open- 
page format. Am I being too old-fashioned? 

For those of you who just joined us, the special pre-Bastille Day question is: On the whole, was the 
French Revolution a good or a bad thing? After a slow start, the "good" answers prevailed. Final score: good, 
12; wishy-washy, 8; bad, 4. 

BLISS WAS IT IN THAT DAWN TO BE ALIVE 

Bruce Linsey: "On. the ukole., it uku pnobably a good thing. Holt nevolutioni ant, linct they one gentnolXy 
initiated by ptoplt tnying to betttn thtin live*. F*aace U a mont civilized notion aow than, it wu undtn it* 
omnipotent mofuvidtu oi the I S-tit centuny. 

"U youn goat aal to get ptopla to kqjjA tip a tittle, you, ULCcteded. I had little, knotnledgt oi the ¥nenth 
Uvolution hati an hoax, ago.' 

[Omnipotent? How do you figure? Or perhaps that's not the word you meant.] 

Chuff Afflerbach: "I gatu it wu the, but oi tinu and the, mnU oi time*. A4 a kntt-jtnk libtnal (got 
my ACLU cand in my ualtet) . I'm inclined to lay oii uith thein head*. ' r think U UpaiUqae u betten oii 
lot it. Compote tht fnench Revolution to tht RuMiani' — nut oi NapoUon to the, nUt oi Stati/i — now U 
gla4no4t the, tq,uivaltnt the. ntbeJUion?" 

Jim Burgess (on the phone at Mad-Con): "VU, it woi -important." 

Marc Hanna: "In the, lenit that the, fnzndn Revolution [on Ainenican, ion that matten) cleaned out lomt oi 
the not, thU u a 'good thing.' What nemini to be. iten it, uhethtn on not the [fnench on Imenicw) govtnnmtnt- 
ai ionm that ntplaced the, pnt-ntvolutionany one, U, indeed, capable oi Ueanung iUeli oi conniption. U not, 
h.ow good a thing wa4 it, neatly?' 

Mark Larzelere: "Vu, I think, the tnenck Revolution uqa a good thing. Actually beheading LoaU XVI wu a 
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bit extreme, but I think you're better off without royalty.'' 

Steven Piper: "yes, the fwwh ImhiXioK, im good. It'.* u^oituuti it ioliowed the. some worn path of: 
popular civil uprUing against repressive government nuts into anarchy iollomed by totalitarian military regime. 
However, the European aristocracy needed breaking up. European, aooles mere quite wiitirg to help noblzi in. 
other countries suppress tneie people. ThU U oecause the. aooles tonudered unreU in mother country a thuat 
to their own poution (which, it dUinitety was) . France was thz only country large enough that could undergo a 
revolution mith the. rest of Europe trying to stop it. (Fran.ee was in. war or -uege daring almost nil of thz 
rzvolationi yit itt> military was never crusned even, at thz knight oi anarchy). Even with Napoleon, thz Revolu- 
tion was cm inspiration to freedom tiuou.gh.Qiit Europe.* 

Eric Oxog: Tne French. Revolution, was a good tiling, as long as yoa weren't on the receiving end of tne 
guillotine.* 

[Actually, the guillotine was one of the nicer ways to get killed.] 

David Hood: "I know tnere were a tot of draw6aefcs, people getting oeheaded and Uu4i, but I can't help but 
think it mat, a net positive. No one could nave run France worse than thz Bouroons. I guess thz big counter- 
argument one could mane is that thz Revolution led to Napoleon, who caused a lot of biooiihoA, On thz other 
rand, U napoleon hadn't come to power inen what mould all thou miniature* fanatic* do mith thzU time? They 
really znjoy painting ail thz ornate and intricate Napoleonic uniforms — 

'Tne real answer i* that no one can. de^iiiitivelu answer wneUier tne French. Revolution, i* a good or 6ad 
tntng. (He don't enow what would nave happened — we don't nave enough info upon which to mane a rational 
judgment. Wa jut likz that Star Trek epi*ode with. Joan ColtiM in it — Kirr had to let her get tilled in. a 
car accident 6ecau*e H sne lived, Hitler would win World (Oar II. Far-fetched? There' 4 no way to enow how the 
loch of a French Revolution mould have changed our world. I likz to analyze thz effect* of small, individual 
actions — but to do thz -same thing for something grandiose line a Revolution seem* a little ■iilly." g 

[If only we could could make one of those widgets like Spock made in City on the Edge of Forever whidt 
allowed him to see a few years into the future (and if such a device were possible, why the heck didn't they use 
it more often? Surely it could have come in handy in just about any episode), history would be a more precise 
science. But we can't, and that's why I don't mind settling for largely unsubstantiated speculation. 

I don't agree with your statement that no one could have run France worse than the Bourbons. Even if you 
don't agree that any of the Reigners of Terror actually did so, surely you can imagine someone like Idi Amin or 
Pol Pot being much worse.] 

David Perlwitter: "The Frencn Revolution wo* a good thing for many reason*. Three that come to mind are: 
"I. It destroyed forever, in France at least, thz false sense of holy loyalty -that thz peasants and tower 
middle class had for the crown. Throughout thz mid&lz age* European peasant revolt* collapsed, mainly due to 
thz fact that peasants blamed advisors of thz king, thz church., thz Jew*, etc. , but not thz man wno was the real 
incarnation of the rotten -iy-iiem. TkU was true in tne Great Peasant Revolt of England where tne hing told the 
peasant mo6, 'Go home. Trial me to tone care of your problem*.' They did and were persecuted. The fact is 
that after thz death, of Loaii, thz peasant* and tite oourgeoi* made real gain* ~ which prooaoly explained their 
conservatism in thz century to come. 

"2. The 'Terror' created an implied threat for alt otner aristocracies. The wise ones realized that they 
had to do *omething to appease the poor and thz idea of nobleue oblige was oom. Other*, likz Rauia, never 
learned thU lesson. 

"3. In the areas conquered by Revolutionary France and Napoleon tne oligarchy of tne aristocracy and 
church was not 6rohen, 6 at it was modified in favor of tne new emerging middle classes. For instance tne Span- 
ish oourgeois, formerly an excluded part of society, gauted influence oy allying iUeU with, the ya/ita. 

"(Uitnoat tne French Revolution tne already slow process of transition to middle- class-oriented European 
democracy would have oeen retarded oy many years. 1 ' 

[Of course it's nice to disabuse someone of a false and self-destructive opinion, such as the false sense 
of loyalty to the crown. But let's not forget that the Revolution's preferred method of ending peasants' loyal- 
ty to the crown, demonstrated so vividly in the Vendee, was to simply exterminate all royalist peasants.] 

Michael Hopcroft: K yeS, thz Frencn Revolution, for all it* bloodshed and chao*, wa* in retro*pect a good 
thing. Thz *ystem of a6solute monoiehy in Europe had 6ecome o6solete; it was 6ased on an almost entirely agri- 
cultural economy, and thz economy was ehangi/ig. Ki/tgs who ruled by decree couldn't deal with. it. The old 
regime* were stagnant in other areas as well, and politics [like atmospheres) a6hor a vacuum. What happened 
immediately afterward was, of course, extremely unpleawit; the inability of the nobility to meet thz need* of 
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the, people, wo* obvioai, bat gwotidz wasn't the. answer. The. Revolutionary izgimi would have. Itutid a lot longer 
had it ionegoae invengt and cancantnatid on luting the. country- The, uAilt wu an international political atmo- 
sphere, that a*u poUonoiU ion mm way! °i governing - even tnt nut *ont oi monarchy that Napoleon attempted to 
develop. SUU, tnt old m oi doing thing* wu iataUy stagnant; the, woOd had changed beyond it* ability to 
cope." 

Steve Nicewarner: 'One mut realize that 'good' U a veny K&latuie thing. Within a eentury oi the, f Kerch 
Re.vo-ittti.on [both beiote and ofton), eveny mi ok couniny in Europe underwent significant internal tuvnoil kqmJX- 
ing in a governmental change. TheKeioKi, tnt. question willy i*, 'Relative to other social upheaval* in Eunope, 
wu the, Punch Revolution a good thingV When the, qaeUloa -a oAkid in this way, the, an*wen mut be 'yu. 1 

Although the. Revolution, and the, 
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following lei o< Napoleonic Warn 
eoli many live! (cu did -tne KJau 
oi Genman Unification, tne Eng- 
iun Civil Wan and tna BolikevUt 

Revolution) , Napoleon ne/uve- 
nated almeii eveny aipect o| 

fnOftwS. j-Wn &v*4»! I«m» \t*i€. Csdfc 

Napolaon -a liitt wutly aied in 
France, a* well OA lomc Fnenen 
tolonle* o4 lite, tune lacn a* 
LoaUiana), tne military [thU 
can go u/uaid) t and. the, itandaM 
oi living of the, population^ ai a 
wnole [the, elimination o| ptn- 
Hapi tnt nicneit /woility in 
Eunope) . There, beneilU cannot 
6e matcned 6y leu social op* 
neavali in modvm nUtony. 
Thai, afnen 4een in peupeative, 
-tJw, F^encn Revolution nxot 6a 
^een a& a good tni/19." 

[To me, this is the pro 
argument that comes closest to 
being convincing. I too figure 
that some sort of revolution was 
inevitable, and try to compare 
how it was to the imaginary how 
it would have been otherwise. 
But my sense is that the other- 



THB BEST OF TIMES, THE WOIST OP TIMES 

David Orne: "The, question po4ed U indzzd a vagae, one,. A4 with mo*t nUtoJiicol qooUioni, one mut oik 
'good o\ bad {oh. whom, and it what timtV Fo* thi fwnch Revolution in poUicutoi, one should aUo 6e avuiul to 
vwmber the, political bachdrop o{ the, tune o{ the, JiUto*ion moiling hU eoncluUoni, wnetne* ne 6e loyalUt on 
npuhlizan, defltocnai on MonxUt. 

"Let'4 Uavt with the, ejuy one*, thou people who lived in France at the, tune. Fon LoaiA XVI, tnt Fnencn 
Revolution anything bat good. Manie Antoinette and many other Fnencn no6ie4 would -inane that opinion. Fon 
Rooapienne, it axu veny good until, { on nun, it came to an aonapt and 6loody end. Napoleon, noweven, inherited. 
mo-Ai o^ the, ^uaee^a6 (a* well a* Ine exce^e*) o^ the. Revolution, and lUed Ine momentum o{ it to ^pnead many o{ 
iU ideal Innoagnoat Eunope. 

Many non-stench contemponaniaA wena thnillzd with the, original pnemiiei oi the, Hvotation, and lolt theJr 
znchantmtnt with it wnen the, crowd turned bloodthiuty. Other* , molt notably the, Eunopean appen clou, were, 
luvUal oi it l\om the, htxrt, and nigntly -io. Thzy had it all, which meant thzy had everything to loie. Tney 
wene the, ultimate co/uenvaiivel, hoping thing* would nemain in Eunope macn a* thzy had *inca the. loll oi the. 

The. Fnencn Revolution dained theJr hopu upon the, nodu, and dianged the, natam oi govennment in 
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Europe, and tin world forever 

Tne moAi important way to intvyiU tin queAiion mould bt tin ultimate tiiict on tne European people in. 
general, tten and Ainee. For tnem, tin Revolution had a pioiowid and Luting tiizct, and it woa overwhelawigly 
poAitive.. Aa tne American Revolution woa oaAed on John LtitifcfcU oelief in tne univenAal natuAal rtghtA oi man 
(tilt, lioeniy, and tilt purAuit oi property, changed in tne Declaration oi Independence 61/ Jeffeuon to tin 
ptvuiut of happineAA), tin Fundi Revolution 1 4 idmU oi UbvUi, zgaUti, jvitzvUti, am. zuintial civil 
rignU, granted not fry God 6ui oy tile government. Tne idee tnet man no* a Ugnt to tneAe challenged tin age-old 
concept of government 6y divine *ighi, tnat tne ring woa ondaimd by God cu tne rightful ruler and tnat ait 
privilege* were a ^ie4uU o< niA oenevoleni rule. More tnan anything ewe, tne Fnencn Revolution had a Ainong 
positive role in snowing tnat tne people of Europe nad tne ^ignt to govern tnemAelveA, and not rely on an upper 
cia44 mho were unconeenned aoout tneU plight. 

One of tne prenequuiteA of a government of tne people iA tnat iney muAt oe inf o-tmed, and tne French, toon 
gnat &Uidi* forward wiin tiie educational AyAiem during and 04 a neAuti oi tin Revolution. Up until tnat tint, 
only tne upper and middle claAAeA could read on write, and tne reAponAiAility (ok mo-it of tne education of tne 
nien feidA fell to tne Roman Catnolic Churcn, who gladly accepted tne 6unden. With, tne opportunity to mold young 
mtiuU came tne chance to Airengtnen tne role of tne Church, in French. Aociety. MoAt oi tne hierarcny in tne 
Churcn in France were French noolu tnemAelveA, ao tne Church and uppen cIoaa were long afrte to wore hand-in- 
kand to neep tne French. moAAW ignorant and in lint. Tne Revolution changed all tnat, and for tne iifUt time in 
Europe univeual puolic idaatiioti woa made availa6le. [According to ny history teitbook, "uniYersal" public 
education reached only about one-eighth of the population.] 

Anotnen fceyAione oi a repuolic iA tne participation oi society in government, and one of tne ma/on ne^o«4 
oi tne Revolution uxu tne e&taoiUnment oi Uemi-) univeual linage. Tne Tnind Estate finally nad 4ome neat 
powen, tnougn tney did not always iuc it well. Tnat *nould nave 6een 4<apeeted, oj> govennment 6y tne people had 
not eeen 4een in Europe -iince tne Roman Repuolic, and only tnene on a limited 6a4U. Tne grand expenijRenli i* 
democracy uku 6ound to nave nougn 4pot4, and tne Revolution nad more tnan ii4 4nane. Tne nUe to powen o£ Mapo- 
leon onougnt tne nignt to vote in France to a nalt, 6ut only {or a relatively 4nort time. AI40, topoleoitU 
conqueitA in Europe did much, to -ipread tne concept oi civil \ignU and 4el<-rule tnrougnout Europe. Tne Ameri- 
can Revolution may nave ikom tin common people oi Europe tnat an isolated colony can 6rean oi tkt ditatiud rule 
oi tne upper clou, out it toon tne 4ucce&4 o{ tne French Revolution to give them nope tnat it could 6e done at 
home. 

Tne rue oi nationalum in Europe u attrioutaole to tne French. Revolution, and, 04 with. mo4t revolutionary 
attUndiu, it ha* iU positive and negative Ude*. Brought on 6y tin nttd oi tU fundi people to 6and togetner 
agatiut tne ruling clou, it changed tne very way tne common man tnougnt aoout kiMtti. No longer wa-6 he a 
generic peasant, who had more in common with, tne peoAanu o{ Germany and England (dupite tneir di^^erencei in 
omJUuuul and language) than ne did with, tno-ie wno ^uled tne country in. which, ne lived. He now tnougnt of himiei^ 
OA a French, citizen, and woa proud o< it. The fervor o{ nationalum waA a mayor cauie oi tne waU in tne I9tn 
century, itU true; out it waA alio tne ma/or cauie o{ tne imitation oi Italy and oi Germany. Witrin France, 
it wai ruponUMe Jon one oj tne JirAt reliable Auiiena oj weignU and meuiuru {tne metric Ay-item ), a calendar 
oaied on nature and not on tne Church, (long Aince given up, unfortunately, in a geAture of conciliation 6y Napo- 
leon to tne Pope) , and todiiitd an archaic and amoiguouA conglomeration o{ Iowa into a clear AyAtem, applicaole 
to all titXziM regardleAA of Aoeial Atanding. 

How hoA tne HzvoliUion influenced France Aince it ended? Though, tnere have 6een Aome exceptionA, Fnance 
haA remained a repuolic, governed 6y itA people. July U, 1989 will morn tne lOQtn anniverAary of tne fall of 
tne SaAtiUe, whicn waA a notoriouA Aym6ol of tne French no6le'A tyranny. In a city over 4,000 yearA old, tniA 
day U tnougnt of to 6 e tne oeginnUg of modem French. hiAtory, a tanning point wnicn orougnt PariA and tne reAt 
of France out of tin Middle AgeA for good. While tne Fnencn Revolution influenced and to Aome degree cauAed 
many of tne curAeA of tne 19th. and 20tn iunturieA (nationaliAtic warA, univerAal military Aervice, tne InduA- 
trial Revolution, MaritiAm and imperialiAm/colonialiAm) , tne Apread of itA idealA throughout Europe gave tne 
population of an entire tontinznt tin nope and meanA to determine itA own path, in life, and gave tneir AocietieA 
and governmenU tne ability to evolve and adapt to tin rapid changeA tnat were to tone place during tin InduA- 
trial Revolution. The poAitive reAultA of tne French. Revolution were A elf -determination and freedom of cnoice 
for an ojittin continent. * 

[Some of my readers will no doubt dispute your implication that the entire continent of Europe enjoys 
self-determination and freedom. 

[Your claim that government by the people had not been seen in Europe since the Roman Republic is an exag- 
geration. Venice enjoyed republican rule less limited than that of Revolutionary France, first briefly in the 



5 



12th century, then again from the mid-Hth century until Napoleon conquered Venice and handed it over to the 
Hapsburgs. Both Switzerland and England had been liberalizing throughout the 18th century and although neither 
were actually governed by the people in 1789, the English and Swiss did enjoy many of the individual rights for 
which the French revolutionaries fought. 

[i think you get carried away listing the various good and bad "results" of the Revolution. Clever histor- 
ians can always find ways to show big events to be connected, but I think it's going too far to say things like 
German Reunification or the Industrial Revolution wouldn't have happened were it not for the French Revolution.] 

Til Stabosz: "Hy impression. o( thz Hutch Rzvolution. is that it was a casz in which the. people overthrew 
an oppressive monarchical rzgimz and replaced it with something just as tyrannical. ^tar this catharsis or 
purging, thz people werz ready (or moderation, and Napoleon. 

Don Del Grande: "OK, Vtt answer: It was a good thing. Once Mitterand got into power, the. Socialists wade, 
it virtually impossible ion, the. Hindi to leave, their country, making it that much mow buvmblt (or the, mi o( 
iu — what, you, don't mean thz 'Socialist Revolution' 1 There was another rzvolution? Since, it had nothing to 
do with America, it wasn't taught at any school I went to — exze.pt in some exotic, French History classes at 
Sirkeley, maybe, (you. wanted an answer — you didn't say a good answer, now did you?' 

[Wise guy.] 

Pete Gaughan: "HanczU history would have, bun bloody regardless, but with a postponement o( the. 
Kzuolution thz loth would have become mom organized, less susceptible to thz Bonaparte, and better able to 
arquz against reactionaries. I bzUzvz thzy would have (ormed a much stronger government q( thz people by t$50, 
making thzir dziuuivz ruotvz stronger — but without as much paranoia as thzy demonstrated 1 160-1940 [imaginz 
a Europe where. Franca and Germany leal class kinship I ) 

'Zrizily - thz advantagz to thz world is thz ho&z o( zvzntual victory it givzs to Third Horli movements — 
and instruction in what to avoid. " 

Andy Lischett: "I don't know enough about French history to havz an informed opinion on thz devolution, 
but I'll makz onz up. 

"Probably living conditions (or most Frenchmen werz about thz same bejorz and a^ter thz revolution (except 
imediately alter thz revolution., whzn it was extra nasty), and H thzrz had bean no revolution thz country 
would probably bz about lihz it is toady, bzcausz thz French arz too cantankerous to havz ended up like Spain. 

"Internationally, thz French Kzvotution, 'mudz' Napoleon, whose ambitions ended up making Franca inferior — 
world-pomer-wisz — to England, and probably contributed to thz formation o( Germany. Thz Hussion Revolution 
probably would havz happened without thz French Revolution., but waybz thz tommies wouldn't havz taken over with- 
out lessons learned (ram Franca. Questions (or historians: (I) (Here conditions worse in Franca or Russia 
before thzir revolutions? (2) Mere conditions bad enough in Franca that thzrz would havz bean a French Revolu- 
tion without an American Revolution,, or werz thzy just bad enough that thz American Revolution got thz French 
thinking? (3) Did Fwnce end up with a democracy and Russia not, bzcausz (a) the French Revolution, coat before 
the Industrial Revolution, while Russia's came alter \so that, having mostly skipped the Industrial Rzvolution, 
Russia can't yet atiord democracy, and/or 1920-4 technology allowed the 'in' rzvolutionarizs to idzntHy and 
silence thzir opposition.) , or \b) bzcausz thz French were morz indzpzndent-minded than thz Russians, or [c] just 
luck?" 

[I guess b. 

I don't see how the example of the French Revolution made it more likely that the Bolsheviks would prevail 
in the Russian Revolution.. I think of all the non-reactionary groups in Russia, they were the least 
inspired by the French example. The issue on which the Bolsheviks and Mensheviks split was who should be 
allowed party membership. The populist Mensheviks wanted to let anyone in, while the elitist Bolsheviks wanted 
to allow only active partisans. Thus, once in power, the Bolsheviks tended toward autocratic communism while 
the Mensheviks presumably would have been more democratic. I think the French example was closer to the ideal 
of the Mensheviks, and even more to the Socialist Revolutionaries, the group which prevailed between March- and 
October 1917. 

[By the way, I would have called the Russia's March Revolution a "good thing" had it not led to the October 
Revolution. It's not too hard to imagine a few key events going differently in the summer of 1917 so that some 
version of Kerensky's government stays in control long enough to calm things down a bit. It'd still be messy, 
but with some luck it comes pretty close to how I imagine an ideal revolution ought to go.] 

Melinda Hoi ley: "I can wa4(le with thz best, ^zs and no. Hy old habit o( Shouting 'Long livz thz 
Rzvolution.' leads mz to point out thz French monarchy I aristocracy had precious UttU to recommend it. 



6 



"Howeve*, a *euolaOoit is successial only H you, replace the existing pomer &uuXvul mitk a m\kaJ>U 
alternative. RevolaUon ior revolution's sakt won't mant it. 

'Uniortunattly, tkt. Frvuh Revolution isolated franct irom all potential alius. It also meakened its 
internal stiuctJire. franca, as a nation. y had no defense agauut Hapoleon and [later] tkt destructive franco- 
Pmlmmul UXVU.' 

[Interesting how so many of you think of Napoleon as an unfortunate consequence of the Revolution. To me 
the most distressing period was the early 1790s, not Napoleon's reign. The messianic spirit with which Robes- 
pierre and his friends pursued the "Republic of Virtue" is as offensive — if not more so — as the divine right 
assumed by the monarchy. The various governments which came after Louis XVI and before Napoleon were no less 
autocratic in their treatment of the French people than were their predecessors and their successor, and they 



Mark Berco: 'Xh totnpvud to what? The oU hyhtem had to 30 . you. caiuiot go into tkt Indahtnial Revolation. 
mitk titled nobility, etc. Oi coarse, eve*y political process, on. pope*, can go tUsuwi by improving it, bat ho 
what?" 

[I know that judging a historical event as good or bad makes sense only as a comparison to some imagined 
idea of what would have been, and that speculations about what would have been can't help but be unscientific. 
Still, such speculation can be amusing in itself, and can be relevant to debate about what should be dons in 
parts of the world where people are currently oppressed by a tyrannical regime and in need of liberation.] 



Francois Cuerrier: "It mas ntitktn good nor bad, bat rather something that simply happened. I mish I 
4tUl had my school ehhayh on, the topic. . . ." 

"Fo* oettt* ok morht, no other event in history nan ejected tki development 04 40 mute other countries 
since perhaps tht iaU 04 the Roman Empire in 1254. ThotU H you. include tht Napoleonic Ira ah pant ok tht 
Revolution, oi course, and only ina4mck as yon can nLgtonp a period 04 25 yeou under tkt heading oi 'event." 

[How many people actually keep their papers from school? Most of my peers kept them at first, intending to 
keep them forever, but ended up throwing them out after a few years. I kept mine for a while when I was in 
school (high school, that is), but a few months before graduating I suffered a bout of scholastophobia (from 
which I never recovered) and dumped them all.] 



Mike Barno: '[This response is bated on my homeukat iaded memories oi 'f0-'fi Ugh, hchool and '83 college 
coouci, witn ao necent -itody 04 extensive consideration, ho it isn't month mack. [Nonsense.]) Based on my 
preiertntt ior liberal and democratic iisas over tkt royalist May 4, I'd have to took, with, disfavor upon tkt 
results oi tkt frenck Revolution. With tkt American experiment having evolved into its constitutional iom and 
liberalism taking hold among European intellectuals, these ideas might have bun ablt to gradually spread 
through tkt Charon, tkt aristocracies, and tkt general populate, oi tkt European nation* and tktir colonized 
land*, Instead, tkt excesses oi France's series oi revolutionary government* provoked a batklask that associ- 
ated all liberal movements mitk violent chaos. This helped bung about tkt Napoleonic dictatorships, tkt rth- 
toiation oi tkt traditional monarchy, tkt Ktprtuion oi toahonic. lodges and otktu incubaton* oi intt thought 
through tkt iinht huli oi tht \9th century, and a reattionaryihm that made tkt 1848 revolutions mort violent and 
ItM liiitiivt than tkty might have been. Siibmittzd lor tonhttiratian: (ihu this delay in liberalization [U 
real) a major iattor tontribating to tkt way teciuiotogyU growth, ha* hztaingly outpaced society '* ability to 
adjust to tkt eiiects oi technology! Had tht 1790-4 gone aMierently, might mankind now none a better, handle on 
pollution, starvation, watjate, alienation, and ho iorth?" 

[You tell me. I don't see any connection at all.] 

Steve Mutton: "Sad, as art alnoht all revolutions. OUnand, I can think oi three exceptions: tht 
Glorious Revolution, tht American Revolution, and [thoagh tht jary'h htitl oat on this one] Cory kq,aino'h coop. 
Sat then, art these really revolutions? Two o{ them replaced a hingle leader while leaving tkt hocial structure 
intact; tkt other mah a mar oi hetehhion. In a more typical rtvolutton, hlightly crazed visionarlih try to 
build a periect society by destroying tht old order — in other moras, death, death, and more death. Somehow 
tht paradise among tht corpses never mattrializeh. 

"A more challenging qwehtion, especially lor a quasi- UbertArian, is 'U.S. Civil War: Shoald the tiorth 
have iooght?' My ansmer is definitely not. Over time, Slavery mould nave ended in tht Sooth, as it has every- 
mhert else in the morld, mithoat the need ior mar. H peace is a real option, choosing mar is usually a mis- 
take,. 
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"I* Canada not io long ago, it appeared that a majority of Qaei?e^u might want to Recede from Canada. 
Although -thi* would have bun inexedibly disruptive [and a really iamb idea.) , it wu clear to mo-U Canadian* 
that we wuAdn't tight a civil wan to heep onz-tiuxd of tin toanUy fro* receding. Vote tiiii mean that we.'**. 

w-uen, oi ttui mow cowardly?" 

[Which was the Glorious Revolution? I'm not familiar with the term, and my encyclopedia doesn't list 

anything under that name. 

[The American colonists had it easy in their revolution. There was no centuries-old culture to deal with, 
no large peasant/worker class, and an oppressor who was far away and diplomatically isolated at the time. Still 
there are a few lessons to be learned. The American political theorists spent a lot of effort discussing what 
sort of government they wanted to replace their ancien regiiw. Unlike many others who ventured to pull down an 
edifice, the colonists took Burke's advice and endeavored to have models and patterns before their eyes to help 
in building it up again. One particular good idea the colonists had was to recognize that people will always 
disagree and so it makes sense to plan a system of government to accommodate disagreement. Others, such as the 
French and the Russians, were stuck on the idea that the people (as in "the rule of the people") have a single 
will, and thus they were always busy trying to stamp out various "enemies of the people." 

[What about all those South American revolutions with Bolivar and San Martin? Didn't some of those come 
out okay? I recall hearing that pre-Peron Argentina was a pretty progressive place. Another revolution that 
intrigues me is the Turkish one which followed World Sar I. Until I get a chance to study it, i won't claim 
that it was a good thing, but it seems to have been more effective than most. Having inherited the decrepit 
remains of an 800-year-old empire one would expect the Turks to have a hard time of it. Yet they managed to 
change the language (why are so many revolutionaries so determined to do that?), secularize the state, and 
establish a pseudo-republic. Three generations later they're not quite up to European standards but they're a 
good bit better off than most third-world nations. Why did they succeed in these things where so many othirs 
failed? How essential to their "success" were their various genocidal campaigns (Armenians, Greeks, Kurd*)? Of 
all the revolutions I can think of, I'd guess this one has the most lessons for third-world would-be revoftttion- 
aries today. 

[The Civil War question is easy. Secretary of State William Seward (who was the Republican party estab- 
lishment's choice to be their candidate in 1860, but lost the nomination to populist Lincoln) had the right 



idea. He said we should graciously let the Southern states go and let them know they'd be welcome to come back 
whenever they were ready. He figured that the reason the South was so antsy was that their traditional indus- 
tries had become obsolete but they were trying to resist economic change. He figured they couldn't make it 
economically and after a shake-up they'd learn their lesson and vote to come back. 
[I assume you've heard that slavery wasn't really the issue in the Civil War.] 

Chris Carrier: "The French Revolution wu a bad tiling. A vvm bad thing. It wu tin predeceuon of tilt 
MarxiWienUiWstalinUt/MaoiU tommanUm of out om century that, all told, Juu xjuulted in tilt, death* of 
oven 150 mUlion people in purge*, gigantic faiWAU engineered by tin government, political prUon*, ete. ad 

mmtAoirm 

"The French Revolution UanjU to tommujiUm cu tin German io-nallzd Freihorp* of J9f$-19 UcuuU to Naz-Um: 
tin vwaiMOK and inspiration for tin latter miM-mtdviou ideology. The French Revolution' 4 Declaration of 
tin Right* of Man and tin Citizen wa* a document that \\utlf,iu tin mo-it extreme wiolationany tvinon — which 
totuuU a lot liin tin ' dictator*hip of tin proletariat. ' Tne FrencJi Revolution aUo *aw tin Uatz attempting to 
de*inoy wligion and e*tabli*h a national civic cult tiutiai — not ujiliin China, on tin USSR. (While tin ^tatz 
i>houM not endor*e on practice a religion, it *hould not endorse or practice anti-religion either. ) It i* 
clear, when one realize* that imitation U tin unzvnU form of flattery, tin e*taMi*her* of tin tommunUt 
dictatorAnip-4 in China and tin USSR were heavily inspired by tin French Revolution — which <U why 1 consider it 
to 6e a Dad tiling. " 

[The French Revolution was heavily inspired by the American Revolution, if you think providing an 
inspiration for bad things makes something bad in itself, you'll have to denounce the American Revolution too.] 

Me: I count myself with the minority. I believe it was Mark Berch who said (I looked for a direct quote 
but couldn't find one) in a discussion about deciding whether to stab an ally in a diplomacy game, one needs to 
ask not only what advantages can be gained by a stab, but also whether those advantages can be gained in another 
way. I recognize that Prance needed to change and that all sorts of wonderful ideals were advanced in the 
course of the Revolution. Many of you pointed out that the monarchy couldn't survive, that liberalization was 
inevitable, and the like: I agree! It was so inevitable, in fact, that it would have happened even without the 
Revolution. I don't accept the common assumption that the French Revolution caused the liberalization of 
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Europe, nor even that it was the catalyst. I believe that the process of liberalization was already underway in 
Europe (certainly there was much political reform under Louis XVI; later the same was true under Nicholas II in 
Russia), when the people of one country, Prance, chose to turn this already difficult period of change into a 
brutal, drawn-out national melee. 

I don't think any of the respondents to my survey demonstrated sufficient recognition of the brutality of 
the Revolution. It's one thing to say that the process of change necessitated the deaths of many thousands of 
representatives of the old guard, and I'm sufficiently cold-hearted that I don't cringe at such a statement. 
But the victims of the Revolution weren't just aristocrats and reactionaries. Only 15% of those sentenced to 
death by the revolutionary tribunals were from the nobility or clergy; the rest were mostly peasants and work- 
ers. Furthermore, the victims weren't simply killed. It was common practice, both in Paris and in the country, 
for a mob to pick out an "enemy of the people" who happened to be too rich or too unpopular, and flay him alive 
or dismember him bit by bit or burn selected parts of his body or otherwise torture him for the public's amuse- 
ment. Michael Hopcroft's use of the term "genocide" is entirely appropriate. Many members of the Convention 
called for the complete extermination of the populations of the Vendee and of Alsace-Lorraine. Another topic of 
debate on the Convention floor was what would be the ideal population for the new France. Some prominent Revo- 
lutionaries suggested figures that were less than half of France's population at the time - and they weren't 
just talking about family planning, either. 

Accounts from the Revolutionary period lead me to conclude that for most of France the Revolution was less 
a political uprising than a period of lawlessness during which man's brutal instincts, which Hobbesian philoso- 
phers tell us are resident within us all, were allowed and encouraged to prevail. My limited experience with 
activist politics has shown me that many protesters here today in the relatively sedate United States also are 
more psychologically than politically motivated, so I wonder if a brutal outburst like France's isn't just a 
fluke, but a likely result of allowing the revolutionary emotions become too fevered. | 

The fundamental, flaw in the liberal defense of the Revolution is that it assumes that once the anciea 
regime is removed, whatever is left behind is bound to be better. This is simply one application of one of the 
main flaws in contemporary liberal thought in general. Liberals today assume that the default state of human- 
ity is fundamentally benevolent, that if only all the bad people could be prevented from doing wrong, everything 
would be right. This assumption is false. To recognize it as such, one need not conclude that man is funda- 
mentally evil nor that nature is fundamentally unkind nor that life is fundamentally unpleasant. It is simply 
to recognize that those things which we consider good — freedom, prosperity, cooperation — don't occur sponta- 
neously, but exist because we choose to arrange our society in an order which promotes them. Remove the order, 
and all those things are liable to disappear. 

ENEMIES OF THE PEOPLE 

No response from: Simon Bill en ess, Chris. Gabel, John Kelley, Mark Lilleleht, Julie Martin, Jack McHugh, Tom 
Nash, Ken Peel, Brad Wilson. Jack and Brad say that they're protesting my delay in printing their letters for the 
letter column. Yeah, right. 

ZEENNESS 

Frangois Cuerrier has threatened to fold Passchendaele. Apparently, some upcoming changes in his job 
situation will leave him with increased production costs which put him over his acceptable level of financial 
loss. After going on a bit about how much he'll miss publishing, he disingenuously pretends to suddenly realize 
that none of this would be a problem if only he could double his sub rates. Gee. 

In spite of all it's noble language about uncompromised standards of excellence and ending things grace- 
fully, Francois's lament reminds me of the desperate plea of a would-be committer of suicide, "Nobody cares 
about me. I may as well just end it all!" If it's not just a spurious product of my fertile imagination, such 
an analogy would indicate that the modest level of appreciation Pass has engendered leaves Francois unsatisfied 
and he wants further reassurance in the form of more money. I'm generally of the opinion that if someone is 
looking for attention, the best thing to do is give him some {though not necessarily in exactly the form he- 
asks). If Frangois were asking for more money than Pass is worth, I'd be left with a dilemma. Fortunately, as 
it turns out, even at $1.80 per issue, Pass is, while not quite the bargain it used to be, still a good buy. 

But I wish Francois would stop being such a stingy perfectionist and just accept that pubbing is just a 
hobby and it's no big deal to lose some money or put out some sloppy issues. 

Pete Gaughan's PereJandra is more than a month overdue. 

Mark Lilleleht's Scribblerist is now presumed dead (by me, that's who) or at least moribund for a year or 
two. My guess is that young Mark has fallen under the spell of a woman, and for his sake I hope my guess is 
right. I also hope, but with less optimism, that whatever its nature, the situation which is occupying Mark's 



attention evolves to a point where it no longer requires him to be out of touch with his former hobbies, 
wise I worry about the long-term health of the situation. 

Host likely to pick up Scrio's abandoned games and letter column is Tom Nash's erstwhile subzene Been 
There, Done That, a sort of pleasantly non-descript xeen now gone solo. Another new xeen is Jason Bergmann's 
Entropy which impressed more than enthusiastic young zeens usually do, though I'm not sure why. I think Jason 
has been in the hobby a few years. If so, that's a good sign. There are some hints that there will be discus- 
sions of science in flit. I'm intrigued by that, but I don't expect many others in the hobby to care much. 
Chemistry used to be my biggest academic passion way back when, but it's been years since I've kept up with it. 

Michael Hopcroft has defected from Robert Sacks' auto-organixation and published the latest KGO Zeen 
Directory with Chris Carrier instead. Chris makes a big to-do out of explaining why such a defection is really 
the official and proper thing to do, and as a result ends up sounding as silly as Sacks himself. Still, I'm 
glad to see this. If someone is unsatisfied with someone else's hobby service, product, flagship zeen or what- 
ever, I'd much rather see him put out one of his own than criticixe the other guy's. When a group of hobby 
members decided they were unsatisfied with Brux Linsey's novice packet, they got together and wrote their own. 
I still think Supernova was just fine, but I liked the other folks' response. Brad Wilson doesn't like the way 
Larry Peery is running DH and has said that Peery ought to be deposed. I think it's silly to think anyone in 
the hobby ought to be deposed from anything. If someone doesn't like the supposed flagship zeen, hs can start 
his own. 

(Francois Cuerrier, 2303 Eglinton Ave S 1305, Scarborough, ON M1K 2X6, Canada. Tom Wash, 5512 Pilgrim Rd, 
Baltimore, MD 21214. Jason Bergmann, 10740 Lathrop, Dallas, TX 75229. Chris Carrier, 1215 P St #12, Sacra- 
mento, CA 95814.) 

GOSSIP I 

The Supreme Court has ruled that burning the American flag is protected by the Constitution as free speech. 
Most of the commentators defending the Court's ruling go out of their way to point out that although thef sup- 
port the right to burn a flag, they are of course morally outraged and deeply offended by anyone who would do> 
so. Not me. I think burning a flag is a pretty dopey thing to do, but it doesn't particularly offend me. So 
someone is angry at the world and wants to throw a tantrum. Big deal . There are far worse things an angry 
young man can do than bum a flag. 

Of the arguments critical of the decision, the one that makes some sense is the one that questions how far 
one can go in classifying actions as speech. Another U.S. -hater might decide to express his opinion by pissing 
on the steps of the capitol building. He too could argue that he was exercising his constitutionally guaran- 
teed right to free speech. Presumably, the difference is that he would be arrested for violating some law hav- 
ing to do with hygiene, not expression. The law under which the flag burner was arrested specifically forbade 
"desecration of venerated objects," which strongly indicates that the crime is in the expression, not the com- 
bustion. {The flag burner whose case was before the Court was also guilty of stealing the flag which he burned 
— he ripped it down from a nearby building — and presumably the Court didn't exonerate him on that count.) 

There has been some talk about rewriting flag-burning laws to remove all mention of desecration or other 
words which might be linked to expression. Such a ploy would be successful in surviving Court challenge, I 
think, but it leaves legislators in the awkward position of saying in their bill that the flag is just another 
object and burning it doesn't communicate anything, when obviously it is precisely because flag-burning does say 
something that everyone wants to ban it. (Besides, such a law wouldn't distinguish respectfully burning the 
flag in ceremony, which etiquette books say is what you're supposed to do to a worn out flag.) 

The dissenting argument that doesn't make sense is the one — offered by Bush, among others -- that says 
the flag is a unique and special object which has such great significance that it deserves to be an exception to 
the protection of free speech. I'm sure there are millions of Americans who, like me, don't think the flag is 
anything special. And I'm sure there are millions more who think that it insignificant but that the cross is 
equally or more significant. How about that work of modern "art" which consists of a crucifix dunked in urine? 
Surely there's a constituency which considers the cross as deserving of protection as the flag. So let's stop 
pretending the flag is unique among symbols. 

Naturally I think amending the Constitution over this is a dumb idea, though I don't feel particularly 
threatened by it either. I differ with the description of amendment strategy as an attempt to "overturn" the 
Court decision. It doesn't overturn it at all. The Court interpreted the Constitution as it's written now. If 
someone rewrites the Constitution, that doesn't dispute any interpretation of the old version. 

If you've seen any of those subcommittee hearings on the HUD scandal on television, you may have noticed 
chairman Tom Lantos's accent and wondered where he's from. Rep. Lantos (D, CA) is a Hungarian Jew. During 
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World War 12, when he was a teenager, he participated in the underground opposition to the Germans. Later he 
was able to flee the country through the efforts of Raoul Wallenberg. 

One can still occasionally hear the rumor that Jack Kemp is going to resign as Secretary of HOD and become 
commissioner of the National Football League. In case you missed it, in an interview on MacNeil/Lehrer Kemp was 
asked about the NFL job offer. He said that he had indeed been offered the commissioner's job, had thought it 
over, and had decided to turn it down and stay on at HUD. I don't know of any reason to doubt the Secretary's 
word. 

The question of pay raises for government officials keeps turning in the context of related issues, this 
time campaign financing reform. Washington insiders of various political alignments are in uncommon agreement 
that government officials ought to be paid more. Their reasoning is that smart, capable individuals make a lot 
less money as government officials than they would in the private sector, and therefore we must offer them more 
money to make them stay in government. What the Washingtonians conveniently forget is that smart, capable peo- 
ple aren't the only ones who are motivated by money. Dumb, incompetent individuals would just as attracted by 
higher government salaries (and many of them can't make more in the private sector). If anything, increasing 
government pay would worsen the average ability of applicants to government jobs. It can be reasonably argued 
that the best government workers are those who are most motivated by the desire to serve the public, and thus 
are slightly less motivated by money than 
the others. 

Those who complain of the exodus of 
smart, capable individuals from government 
describe the situation as if those indi- 
viduals were lost to the country. In fact, 
they're still being just as smart and com- 
petent; they're just doing something else. 
If some bright young graduate decides to 
become an engineer or a doctor or a banker 
instead of a bureaucrat, has his talent 
been wasted? It's not clear to me that it 
has. 



Our Secretary of Commerce and special 
trade representative have taken to being 
pushy with our mercantilist competitors who 
have allegedly been taking advantage of us 
for years. The favorite accusation of a 
domestic business executive seeking govern- 
ment protection is that his foreign compet- 
itor is "dumping" his products on the U.S. 
market. What's wrong with dumping? For 
years, Federal Express sold its service at 
a price below cost. The company did so in 
order to develop the market share and 
attendant economy of scale that it enjoys 
today. Companies frequently offer products 
at below-cost prices in order to increase 
market share or to persuade customers to 
try a new product. If the company is Amer- 
ican, we applaud it for its wise long-range 
business strategy. But if it is foreign, 
we accuse it of unfair trading practice. 
Hm. 

SCRABBLE 

Mark Larzelere says, "Sy tkz way, I 
mnajit that I didn't knout that the, OSPD <acu 
a UJiglz vLtQ%niziti uuxul ^ok StuubbU. 
totvuumintA , not ion, j/oiw. garni hviz. 
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Your rack contains: 
The score is 211 (jou) 



IRT* 

to 157. 
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The other rack contains: 




A=1 
B=3 
C=3 
D=2 
E=1 
F=4 
0=2 
H=4 
1=1 
J=10 
K=5 
L=1 
M=3 
H=1 
0=1 
P=1 
Q=10 
R=1 
S=1 
T=1 
U=1 
V=4 
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2=10 
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Ulkvu do you. iind SvuLbbU toujuuuj*, mm 7 t iQ **- ^ 9 ot a wvtiu& ^P!/ °4 ^ OSPD, 

<U you -AiiggeAted. Da4.uuUlif uo\th tht $5." 

I've never played in a tournament. There's a fairly well -organized Scrabble players organization which 
keeps track of things. I used to get their newsletter many years ago, and I saw the tournament listings there, 
but there weren't any held in Anchorage where I was living at the time. I believe the big tournaments turn up 
in the events column in Gams magazine, too. I've got the address to the players organization somewhere in my 
files, but it'd take me a while to find it. I'm sure there are tournaments in the S.P. Bay area fairly often, 
and looking for one is something I've been meaning to get around to doing. 

I've got the computer putting out the scrabble map now. It still doesn't look exactly how I'd like, but 
it'll do. Eventually Til get around to refining the program, but for now there are other things to do. 

No kibitzers checked in this time. Mark plays: J6:MOAT(QO,GOA > LAT)=22. I hadn't seen that play, and I'm 
not sure if I like it. I'm very fussy about rack management and it goes against my grain to leave IIU in the 
rack. Unfortunately, the alternatives aren't much better. I think I'd have gone with 5E:AUTO(FA)=18, giving up 
four points and leaving HI slightly open, in order to hang on to the M. 3E:MIA0U(MI , IF)=17 is a clever play 
which would leave a very nice rack (IT), but it leaves HI too open for my tastes. 

By the way, a goa is a type of gazelle common in Tibet, and the lat was the monetary unit of Latvia during 
its brief period of independence earlier this century. 

The score is now 211-157. Chuff Afflerbach is the current player for rack A. Rack B contains IIU. Chuff 
draws five tiles and rack A now contains EE I IRT*. (The asterisk is a blank.) 

CULTURE 

Movies I've seen: I don't go to the movies very often, so some of these are pretty old. Oh well. , 
Scale: * Bad, ** OK, *** Good, **** Really Good. -V 
Field of J?reams{**): I think the writers of this film made a list of every favorite theme of Baby Boomers 
and designed the movie to include each one. There's '60s nostalgia, mid-life mysticism, rejuvenation of an 
embittered activist, getting in touch with feelings about one's parents, and (I can't understand why this one is 
so popular) glorification of baseball. Except for the gratuitous scene in which religious conservatives, in the 
form of would-be book burners, are buffoonized and then righteously triumphed over, this collection of themes is 
pleasant. The drawback is that the plot doesn't make any sense. Ghosts appear from various stages of the past 
and freely pop in and out of the present. Characters do bizarre things, or refrain from doing sensible things, 
for no reason at all. Whenever the plot seems to have gone hopelessly astray, magic intervenes and sets things 
aright. However, the scenery is beautiful, the cinematography is beautiful, Kevin Costner is beautiful, and the 
themes are uplifting. The movie tries hard to keep you from noticing that nothing makes sense. It doesn't 
quite succeed, but it does well enough that you can enjoy the movie in spite of it. 

Say Anything ****): I have a weakness for high-school boy-meets-girl movies, and I can usually manage to 
find something to like even in the stupidest ones. But I get frustrated and wonder why they can't just concen- 
trate on the good stuff, and not waste a bunch of time on dopey teenage humor, as in Sixteen Candles, or reach 
for (and miss) grand overblown themes, as in The Breakfast Club. Say An/thing is just the movie I ve been 
waiting for. It modestly limits itself to the young couple and the girl's father, but even so, all the auxili- 
ary characters — even those who are on screen for only a minute or two — are more real than protagonists in 
most movies. Lots of precious moments, lots of memorable lines, lots of touching expressions, and very very 

sweet. _ 

I had planned to see this a second time, but more important things came up on the evening of my plans. 
Soon thereafter it was gone from the theaters, so I'll have to wait for the tape. Especially recommended for 
lovestruck or heartbroken young men, and couples who have been together for one to five years and are still 
very much in love. 

ffeathers(ty): There must be a law of conservation of good taste in movies. All the juvenile humor which 
was banished from Say Anything finds a repository in this movie. Here the stereotypes are so blatant and the 
jokes so moronic that they wouldn't amuse even the most vacuous teenager. Winona Ryder, who plays the heroine, 
is winsome, and one strives to be sympathetic to her character. Unfortunately, in this script she has no char- 
acter, nor does anyone else. As soon as anything happens that might give an indication of why anyone in the 
film feels or acts the way he does, that person proceeds to do something which completely contradicts his tenta- 
tively established character. Late in the movie there is a dream sequence, but if it weren't for the resurrec- 
tion of a character who had died earlier, it wouldn't be recognized as such, because the non-dream part of the 
movie is equally nonsensical. Unlike Ms Ryder, the actor who plays the hero (Christian ^something, Slater?) is 
unattractive. His squinty rebelliousness is sexy for about one minute -- after that he's just a weasel. 
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his pseudo-character turns out to be a psychopath, so maybe it's a purposeful affectation. There are two clever 
scenes in which the hero and his father exchange some witty and original repartee. Other than those scenes and 
the occasional moments when Ms Ryder's charm shines through, this movie is worthless. 

flatman(**ty): I went to this one expecting to dislike it, and I think that made it easier to enjoy. 
Gotham City was much more vibrant than the cyberpunk dystopia I expected from reading the reviews. Jack Nichol- 
son's Joker was a bit more sophisticated than the recycled Jack Nicholson-ness I saw in Hitches of Eastwick and 
expected to see again here, and his sick humor was frequently amusing. Kim Basinger is even more beautiful than 
I remembered from whatever it was I saw her in last. There wasn't quite as much fisticuffs and pyrotechnics as 
I expected, though there was still quite a bit. I'm not really turned on by movie violence, but I'm not really 
turned off by it either (especially if it's meaningful, as in, say, A Clockwork Orange). However, I was very 
offended by the scene, only mildly violent, in which the Joker and his gang went in the museum and enthusiastic- 
ally defiled its art collection to the accompaniment of music by Prince and cheers from the audience. I'm not a 
big fan of Art, but such a shameless glorification of destructive vandalism really gave me the creeps. Casting 
googly little Michael Keaton as Bruce Wayne was a clever move, but I sure wish the script had allowed him to 
develop his character a bit more. No time, I suppose. I'd have forgiven all the slighting of Mr Wayne's devel- 
opment if only he'd been given a short scene with his leading lady after the showdown. The proper ending would 
have been to show Vicki Vale and Batman share some tender exchange of words or glances and then zoom off into 
the wherever. Instead Vicki has to wait in the car chile Batman strikes a macho pose standing alone on thm top 
of some building. What a prick. Heroes like James Bond and Indiana Jones have class. Sore, nybt it know that 
in the next movie they'll turn up with some other woman, but at least they have the decency to treat their 
romantic interest to some romance at the end of the movie. Batumi was fun to watch once, and if it hid ended 
properly I might have wanted to see it twice, but it doesn't warrant the fanatic hubbub it has raised* Bad I 
certainly wouldn't take my kids to see it. & 

LETTERS I 

Ed Wrobei (12/20/88): "I am a*toni*hed by you*. *ogg e*tion that aealth tend* to bt balanced by lick jttpttT 
hining di*h*a*heJU. ie*, I *ee thu i* jut an example, and you. admit, 'thent am many many t@mpUeatin§ (attvu 
ukUh counten, and oii*ct thi* tendency.' Even t*Uh *iuh caveat*, it *tnJhe* me a* an ab*uAdity. (Mat do di*kr 
wuiwu eanji, on. that do tho*e inttepid entn^nAnean* oi mytling canjn (a g*eot example. o{ the opponlanitie* 
<UiQ\duL uMe\ iMUL znUnpiue) ? A nickel pen, pound o{ aluminum! Hinimum wage? [Oop*, <LUty uo\dl | 22* oi 
the. homele** have job*. I gue** they jiut need to make them*etve* mo*e valuable, to thein. employeu. I would 
*ubmit that ahat tUckle* doom, to the di*hm*heM -a b&izly enough to live on and could neven, njuult in. a *edi*- 
tnXbution oi vealth. Heanuhile., the wealthy tan, complain about ho* hand it i* to get good Engli*h-*pcaking kelp 
and collect the. intvuut on the. national iibt . . . (Mo*a than enough to pay oft *heti. iome*tie nelpt) 

'ioun. eanlien, ttatzmnt that thing* git bitten, pneti*ety to the, iegnjue one aonh* ion. Huh a vuutt i* obvi- 
ously ial*e. you* acumplUhmint oi building op a bank account by denying youMeli gounmet i\ozin dinnvu U to 
be adxtied, and, may I add, *hould *tand a* a teuon to alt oi u*. Sat me axe not ill oi iu, ign&tz jvuome 
'wank' Im*. Some oi u* one. J. danionth Quanta*, io\ whom thing* get bitten, pnacUely to the. degnez one,'* iam~ 
ity Health and Social *tatu* aUow. Othet* oi u* one leu iontunate. Many o i u* anji in betueen, oux Hue* 
inilmnced in no *mall portion by ionjie* mill beyond owl contMl, making gae**e* and dUiicult choice*, *ome- 
time* to advantage, *ometime* not. Hie do not pneci*ely control qua de*tinie*. 

"it*, wonhva one. genenaUy bitten, oii than chicken*, but thaU choice* may be bitueen bad and aioue. 
The**, i* *onething w*ng *ith a *odety that \eaa\d* *ome mith palace* unite othzju go hungny and homele**, A 
mjofuiy oi the homele** am not mentally ill and one not alcoholic and a *igniiicant minority o*jl iamitie*. 

'Employ don't kill employee*? Even, heand oi black lung on, bnowi long? Oi coua*z, the uonhen* had a 
choice - they could have moved out oi the. company torn, and taken one, oi tho*e million* oi neat job* cieoted by 
the. Keagan kdminutxation *elling inmance. ' 

[You're right that many people's choices in life are between bad and worse, but that situation cannot be 
improved by simply removing some of the bad choices. 

[Sure, sometimes people get killed at work -- just as sometimes people get killed walking down the street, 
or puttering around the house, or eating at a restaurant - and frequently it's as a result of dangers which are 
part of a certain job. But that hardly makes employees comparable to the chickens a company raises for the 
express purpose of killing and selling as food.] 

[I couldn't find my statement that "things get better precisely to the degree one works for such a result," 
but I wonder if I really, meant for -it to be applied to individuals, or if I wasn't just saying that the world 
gets better precisely to the degree that somebody works for it, and that somebody may or may not be the prime 
beneficiary of the work. The fact that some people are born into wealth doesn't change the fact that wealth is 
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ss ?;: e s : ^^k'^^V^ ^ a- «« .<«« 

c rry n Ms genetic m.t.ri.1. Anyone who makaa »r. »»n.y than he can us. for himself should enjoy the right 
to 9 it « y to whomever he likes. I'm troubled by the suggestion » Qu.yl. criticisms 
inheritance may be illegitimate. Deny people the right to entrust their property to their heirs and you re 
asking for trouble incentive-wise.] 

o«t* Zwt tuL art mack tattw *to i* Mrmm Ian** *» *»■* •» *««*• * ** t otte * ""f - , 

^Atoteol WxUgaft ft* rtxilrt njMutt. not to eat a*» {M caagkt 4h «f o, tkt Atate'A jmk-aUta taktA. 

kui't 4*«* ap U the Atatt frt tat - II tato»« *kt mutt, w 

cSSlTliatU Mtktt oAioaUkun lett m m*. aioui it. And ika* thou'* *k* Mldrttariw* petttd* l>WW. 

ZLfbuT I a«Hotkutk o< tkttt ao**a o< occawtnctA OA 'iAotattd *Ju*dtniA.' Bit 4 goa add tkM 
SH£ *• »Sfc*i W« totlaittTiAotaitd. rk.Ua«to 4NpM» J* HuT 

4p4Ta «S MM*7 i«* Cttil. mtiictt euta m tkt icacXe*. The <igk*A im «kuk AtattA M *td*e- 

active, axute.. 

•U,fc--iaf*«WX«t a 4««6Uj,«a«liiU. Footiatt. I *fcW* i* * *««**» " * * 
tkt satin to nU'ihlUM, I coatd ntot* get a titkti to au eg komtiowi Battuaott Co«A. AA an aduit, I *U Att 
to ****** **** M.« Tkt 8tt*gal I JO* kiuw wkai I meat . **« 

attkoagk at*, oteottAt I diAlikt tkeit WyU - W ft* 
ejti.utd tkt StaMtt, S*wck, BiletiukoM tta. Now, aA a (Aigk) (ftukuigtoiuaii, I toot tkt KtdAkuA. «*j> 
«kt ft jl ka„t m aoittaaaj tiftu and iUUu . ' taUtU Team, ' gatck. N» y«k, «eaa M^MM *» * 
miS S Jot!, av« th^Tamtk t Co. iUsvurt tka CtU took Aod tk« tk^ ^ OaiUa^ 

owtkaa Ne» yiakaa S .a con to»a to koU. ActuoUg tka yoAkaa* aad StaiAiaaMoa M a«M» »« Y«k«t** ttcttka* 
toiU4 -ioalt op molt <utii-HV tutiinuit. MMMMmift* 

•Si, «ko do I tika! to^al., CImIumU, Ctauataad, Sattk, t.A. "«*^J*» ll"L^ktL« 

Pa«* wd tUte tkt Caad*? Tkt BtagaU «adt an amazuig taaiutaoand <«» <<wt goat. IiUtaMiuig ko. ^ 
^ftiS, ka.t ktlptd aU tkttt tta«U twotvad [Ah.! Proof that free tr.d. b.aefit. "«yon.] ottkougk tkt 
cStt,UT|rt S* oat .< tkt p<ago«A tkU gtat. I »Uked I kad Attn tken tail tkt optt* ».tt. to 

m!uSf*U, IM U-OM CaadtiuUA.' Ho. e« m M <«»t»aU jit 120 dtgttt ktat -- U A « pad « 

Canada'A kocktii god moving to Loa AngtltA." . . 

[Th. Selttle Seahawks were the "local" team in Anchorage, wher* I gr« up rooted !«*. 
just o be different from my friends, but I n.v.r r.ally dislik.d tta. Ko. th.y r. on. o 9«~*£ Jg. 
of the teams I dislike .re simply th. on.s which .sr. popul.r among my 'acquaintances when I first MMM 
ina football C8A') Th. Rams wer. nudged further in the don't-lik. dir.ction by some mild L.A. antipathy. 
Ditto the aiders The first game I aver watched and paid attontion to pitted St. Louis against th. ■nVPOWt 
flwit. "Americas Team 1 so of course I had to root for th. Cardinals, who tr.atod me to an exhilarating part 
victory VZWi torn ever since, ar.d they'll be my number one favorite again no. chat my f.vorit. co.oh 
chottonh.im,r has l.ft th. Brcns. (Oo.s anyon. know if any oth.r team hired him ) 1 M^IM 
two of my thr.. f.vorit. tMM ar. among th. three which h.v. switchsd citios recently. I ft*^ th. 
Colts wl fl.ry Hogeboom joined the. (1st. '87?). For no particular r.ason thit I 

whan he started a few games as Dallas's back-up quarterback. I noticed that he was joining the Colt, the sam. 
... that to.y gotTn.7co.ch (Ron H.y.r, wh M 1 kn.w nothing about), ao I figurad m.»b. th. combin.t,on ^uld 
MP th. colts b?..k out of their slump (they wer. 0-13). They proceeded to win the last three games, and I was 

"""'[It doesn't bug me at all that th. teams moved. To m, toams ar. teams; I don't care 

to play in. If anything I'm sympathetic toward the movers, becaus. I'm a1arm.d by many of th. argumants raia.d 

y to, w o mi to fore. th. fm to stay put. ".. w.nt our. team back - they say, f«****fi* , 
belongad to th. city and not to the owner. In court, both Oakland and B.ltimor. argu.d that 1 WMMkWWI t 

po?t franchis. sJv.s . public purpos. (recre.tion, civic pride, etc.), th. city to « rigM condemn th. 
franchis., just as it might condemn a piec. of property for th. public purpos. of bu Id ng a W*Jg « 
lost their cases as a result of the circumstances under which condemnation was attempted (in Baltimore s case, 
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the, Amwxcojt yU Kaua mow gwwiotu 4ocXol «e44d*t 6«u4U4 [and pvuumbly a 6a*eaac*ac!/ to aanwvUte* to and 
tarn to iuiid thin, tiMaUy v-uwei fcy ettUtWEfitwi iu poUon) . 0w.-4e.i/8jtfJi of tJu, AflieUcan. population U ia- 
pouwUiifii a/id oae oat oi £tv§ chitdjun u no* tU-uig -U pouwty. That may bt bUUx. than, fruLiit 6at it 
U ujitQiuclonabU in a nation. 40 wealth a4 tJu. UTutid Statu. 

"Fo* tJiue. mho bUitvt that none* 0/10* molality doa't ntfx, t)w. />£Wt tditoKial dotii vith the. obivivation. 
that the, toanUtj u not acting «-lUa«ii economic ioM-intxnut by tailing to takt adeqaata caw. oi it* pvuznt 
and iatune, W>o\ <o*cc." 

" [Oops, looks like it's time for another of those strategic retreats. You're quite right that the countries 
I cited are not the most relevant examples for comparison. I chose them because they are countries with ample 
natural resources, in which economic activity between citizens in inhibited. I was trying to make the point 
that such internal economic activity helps to balance wealth. 

[It's conceivable that overpopulation promotes wealth imbalance in India, though it's not clear to me how. 
It cannot, however, be accepted as a cause of the general absence of wealth. Where the average person consumes 
more wealth than he produces (including types of wealth not usually quantified, such as living space and envi- 
ronmental quality), a high population is a liability; where the average person produces more than he consumes, 
it is an asset. Overpopulation is a problem in India because India is poor, not the other way around. 

[Oebt, too, is a symptom and not a cause of poverty, it's conceivable that this symptom helps to perpetu- 
ate wealth imbalance, but I'm more inclined to believe that they are two effects of a single cause. In most 
Latin American countries, wealth imbalance and poverty are each a result of governments that rob their people 
and gives nothing to them in return. 

[Stratification of wealth benefits the few in the upper stratum, and maybe it helps an entire nation's 
economy during early stages of economic development (though I question that it even does that), but before long 
it becomes an obstacle to a nation's achievement of its wealth potential. South Africa is a vivid example|of an 
economy hobbled by its own stratification. At first glance, South Africa seems to rate reasonably well if terms 
of economic success, but, as my school teachers used to say about me, it falls far far short of its potential* 
If a detached observer were to compare the nations of the world in terms of their geographic, natural and human 
resources, but not consider their political or cultural system, he would probably find none with «ort econo»ic 
potential than South Africa. That the modest success which South Africa squeaks out in spite of itself compares 
favorably to the modest and not so modest failures of its fellow African nations is attributable to the enormous 
advantages it starts out with. South Africa inherited a we 11 -developed infrastructure from its colonial masters 
(as opposed to Zaire); it is blessed with an unsurpassed abundance of natural resources (as opposed to Kenya); 
and while the well-publicized tyranny imposed on South Africa by its minority government is real, it is minor 
compared to the brutal despotism other African nations have suffered (e.g., Uganda). 

[You're unduly cautious to say apartheid might contribute to class stratification. Stratif icationjs not 
just a side effect of apartheid, it is its express purpose. To characterize apartheid as a phenomenon "other 
than the burden of bureaucracy" is to split hairs. Apartheid is fundamentally an economic policy implemented by 
the government. It is a method by which the wealthy protect their wealth by inhibiting economic activity among 
everyone else. Apartheid was initiated by a government controlled by White labor unions, who wanted to protect 
their jobs from more competitive Black laborers, and was supported by White capitalists, who wanted to protect 
their markets from more competitive Black small business. The policy persists for the same reason it was begun. 
By prohibiting 8055 of the population from participating in the economy, the regime obliges those prohibitees to 
work for and buy from them, and is able to extort from them both ways. 

[Now, about my claims concerning the "natural tendency of wealth to become more balanced": When I get 
caught up on my letter column, I won't be obliged to review subjects of disagreement, but in the meanwhile I am. 
This one began in my response to David Hood in BZJM3, p. 10. Complaining about government wealth redistribution, 
I said, "Any economic restriction imposed by the government will, by its very nature, tend to impede the natural 
tendency of wealth to become more balanced. Thus, even those programs which are intended to help or 'protect' 
the poor are unlikely to do so. If we truly want to achieve a better balance of wealth, and I do, the best 
thing we can do is start abolishing the social welfare state, starting with the blatantly ant i -poor programs 
like urban development grants, import quotas, agricultural subsidies, job training programs (including Sen. 
Quayle's JTPA), transportation grants, and social security." (Yes, this was so long ago that Quayle was still 
just a senator.) In BZ#46, p. 6, you challenged my claim of a "natural tendency." In my response I reaffirmed 
my claim, citing as evidence the not very relevant comparison of wealth distribution in India, Brazil and South 
Africa, and the slightly more relevant discussion of marginal utility of labor which Marc H disputed last issue. 

[My choice of the word "natural" was unfortunate, and so was my later decision to defend the word. I now 
see while the greater inclination of rich people to consume is indeed a natural phenomenon, it is no more natur- 
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al than some of the opposing trends cited by you and others, such as the tendency of many people to hoard. I 
also will grant that it's not at all clear that wealth in the United States is becoming more balanced, and in 
fact most evidence seems to indicate the reverse (though not conclusively). Still, I maintain my original 
point: In general, freedoa of economic activity promotes a better balance of wealth and designers of programs 
to redistribute wealth are well-advised to keep this in mind. 

[Along with your natural tendency question you said, "I must ask you why you assert that abolition of the 
welfare state is the best way to achieve a better balance of wealth." I believe that, on the whole, government 
programs lead to more redistribution of wealth from the poor to the rich than from the rich to the poor. My 
suggestion that we'd do well to abolish the social welfare state was an exaggeration, but one which I moderated 
by listing more specifically the parts which are most in need of abolition. (Indeed, if you look carefully 
you'll notice that I didn't actually say we should abolish the welfare state, only that we should "start abol- 
ishing" it.) The welfare programs aren't the ones I have a problem with. I object to the more expensive group 
of programs which redistribute money toward the rich and the middle-class. Hundreds of billions of dollars go 
into direct subsidies of the auto, agriculture, steel, textile and other industries. Our import restrictions 
protect the profits of large corporations at the expense of consumers. Government programs (off-budget of 
course) which loan at discount rates or guarantee risky loans are mostly for ventures which are more useful to 
those of above average wealth (notably home mortgage guarantee programs, not necessarily used for first homes). 
If a redistributionist state actually took from the rich to give to the poor there would be room to debate the 
worthiness of redistributionism, but in the United States today it doesn't work that way.] 

Mark Larxelere (late December): 'I don't agnee that the. DemoMot* nave lo*t five H ®* f** 
pneUdentiol election* oecxuue tneU htuU pkitoiopku U unacceptable to a national majonity. I think ptopU 
nave a tendency to ovenanalyze. I think people vote mone fxutd on peace ami pno^penity. ^ * 

"1968: Mixon won *ith 43* of tne vote (often eignt yeau of Vinotxatl and daning a *tU in. Vietnam ^| 
M972: Nixon t*u peneeived a* doing hii job competently and wu ^e- elected. f 
"1976: VvKOtwJU nannowly own againU an ujtinApiung inmabtnt. > 
•1980: Canten <*u peneeived by a ma/onity a* incompetent (having pnodaced 20* intwM natu and ioabUr 
digit inflation) and lo4t. Reagan got 51* of tne vote. 
"1984: Reagan nod tne Uwu of peace and pno^penity. 

•1988: VukakU nan a veny poon campaign but Uttl managed to get 46* of tne vote. Still, *ith someone km 
had a ^Uongen pneAenee (line maybe BUI Bradley) tney veny weU night have won. Tney «eun't doomed 4*e*jtfct 
jJunt became of tneU ideology. Aften all, befone 1968 tney eron *even of nine election* *itk lantUdatJU tney 
coald *elt a* 'toagn UbvmU." 

[I'm not sure why you think Bradley has a stronger presence. He appeals to thoughtful watchers of 
politics, but I haven't noticed any charisma of the sort that excites the masses. Democrats weren t doomed from 
the start, but Dukakis was; many analysts recognized that fact in 1987. And there's nothing at all impressive 
about managing to get 46X of the vote in the general election. That's a very poor showing. 

[Whether the Democrats' basic philosophy is unacceptable to a national majority depends on what you con- 
sider basic. The Democrats certainly don't need to dump all their beliefs but they do need to drop something. 
In the last two elections (I don't consider the elections of the '70s to be particularly relevant) the Democrats 
blamed their loss on trivialities and kept the same philosophy. This year many in the party want to do the 
same, using the "Dukakis ran a very poor campaign" excuse. Until the party communicates a philosophical change, 
the anti-liberal majority coalition will stick together and defeat them. Even a minor change would be suffi- 
cient to strip a few groups from the coalition. Democrats should not abandon the fundamental belief of liberal- 
ism that it is the proper role and obligation of government to improve the lives of its citizens, but I think 
they'd do well to discontinue their implicit message that the government is the best qualified to decide what 
constitutes an improvement.] 

Jack licHugh (12/31/88): "I find youn libentoUon ongumenU intvvutXnq, altnoagn old hat. toad WiUon'4 
(among otneu) freen yammening at me fon yeau about that -Uaff . Howeven 1 mat w that yoa one Ine finU pemo- 
cwtu liientanian that I've even met. Almost all thi one* in the, EaU one 'Wall Stneet Republican*. ' UU 
diiiiJunt out We*t on one yoa a mavenicn out *nene too?" 

[The East Bay is second only to Boston/Cambridge in its concentration of solid leftism. Around here I'm 
• considered an arch-reactionary whenever I let down my disguise. I'm a maverick everywhere, though I was less so 
in Alaska. My two best friends (Alaskans) come close to being a mainstream Democrat and a mainstream Republi- 
can, but bring them down here and they both look like mild libertarians. It's that frontier rugged individual- 
ist attitude, I suppose. It's been diluted a lot in the last ten years, with all the pampered outsiders who 
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move in. 

[Kail Street Republicans don't qualify as libertarian by any definition. They are single-issue libertari- 
ans: All they care about is free markets, and even then they only want it where it helps them make money. Just 
suggest the removal of some regulation which protects them from competition and you'll hear them change their 
tune to consumer-protectionism. Roughly speaking, libertarians align with Republicans on economic issues and 
with Democrats on social issues. Lately libertarians have been associated with the right because the culture 
has for the past decade treated economics as the primary political concern. Now that that's changing I expect 
you'll see libertarian ism associated with the left more often. A lot of supposed libertarians are simply free- 
market conservatives (Brad, for example). They're all for individual liberty in the economy, but when it comes 
to free speech, abortion, the drug war, and especially foreign policy, they fall in line with the statist Repub- 
licans. I think there's something hypocritical about saying hissez fa ire to individual Americans while 
pursuing a foreign policy that presumes America ought to tell other nations how to run their own country. It 
reminds me of liberals who preach tolerance, but are intolerant of anyone who questions their tolerance dogma.] 

"A4 {or the. toriii/ protection orguaut, I gutss I wJUL simply pick up mktrt David Hood and I tt(t oU in, 
Canadian, diplomat. (8« tint m.y Dave, I did rtspond to yoar last tomtits that you. dirttttd at ma in, CD, bat Bob 
aavaa printed that Utter. ) you. tan, put me. down as an umbasktd otd-{ashiontd protectionist. AUuatly I don't 
want to 6a ojiite that pro- protectionist*, but taith to tunny o{ you. pno-f*aa tradtrs wining awand, and anabashtd 
old-iashiontd irtt Uadvu, I {aal tomtom should takt tht otnaa sidt — upicialty unci it is tht cwact 
position. 1 noticed that you, dismisstd Chun's argument without, witty zxpiaining what U mong with it btyond 
its simplicity, do you, disaqrtt aiith his basic pnmist that Somiho* »a, AnaUcan citizens, rfuptta tfce irtt 
tuadt propaganda, end ap tht poorer in Chaii's tumplt?' 

[Of course I do. I thought my original dismissal was adequate, but I'll go into further detail tincfcyou- 
insist. The discussion started in B2I44, p. 8ft, when I said that Democrats who complain about American %■ 
companies exporting jobs and also about foreigners buying up America are inconsistent. My argument was tSat tht 
two alleged dangers to the United States are opposite sides of the same coin, the former being foreign invest- 
ment in the United States and the latter U.S. investment abroad. As illustrations, I cited Japanese investment 
in California real estate and General Electric's investment in a plant in South Korea. Chuff complained that » 
was comparing apples and oranges, saying: "Japan invests a million here in construction costs and takes home $2 
million in rent paid by American tenants. But GE pays Korea $1 million in labor and shipping, then sells $2 
million worth of light bulbs to American shoppers. Bottom line: Japan +$1 million, Korea +$1 million, U.S. -$2 
million." 

[I acknowledged that my illustrations weren't as parallel as they might have been and thus my original case 
is weakened. However, the supposed bottom line isn't even close to correct, it shows the United States as a 
loser because it considers only some of the cash that changes hands and none of the goods or services. (To be 
thorough I should first point out that my example of U.S. -based multinational GE as a U.S. corporation is not 
quite accurate, nor are Chuff's implicit assumptions that the Japanese can get a 10GX return on the investment 
in real estate and that light bulbs are one of GE's major products. However, these simplifications are for the 
sake of example and don't change the logic of the situation. If you prefer you change GE to Zenith Television, 
South Korea to Mexico, $2 million rent to $1.1 million, and light bulbs to miscellaneous machine parts.) The 
real bottom line shows everyone even. Japan gains $1m worth of property and $1m in cash in exchange for $2m 
worth of use of its office space. Korea is paid $1m for $1m worth of labor. The United States pays $3m in cash 
and $1m in property in exchange for $2m of office space and $2m of light bulbs. Of course, you can now try to 
cloud the issue by saying that the office space isn't really worth $2m (or $1.1m in the more realistic example) 
or that our government shouldn't waste its money buying missile guidance systems from GE. That may be true, but 
it's irrelevant to the issue of international trade. The fact is that U.S. companies do choose to rent office 
space from the Japanese and buy machine parts from GE. Whether such purchases are wise or unwise is to be 
decidedly the^ companies making the purchase and not demagogic U.S. Congressmen. In any case the companies 

"WhUa wa o*a on tht subject, how do you. iztt about tht 'irtt tradt' contradiction? That U, tht tuo molt 
protectionist economics in tht tiiest, West Germany and Japan, ant aliaiys pointtd out to iu as 'modal' economtes 
by tht ii<ui tradt propagandists. U irtt tradt is so great ion, tht United State*, why don't tht Ultst Germans 
and Japanese go ior it? Everyone knouis that neither tht Japanese on tht West GvimmS p*acUaa a real iree mir- 
ket. Both have, ctiinsivt tariii and non-tariii barriers. By tht way, did you. notice tht my tht ttntral banks 
o4 itltst Germany and Japan sttpptd in, to kttp short up tht American dollar right as" tux tint tlection? [Yes]. la 
out your readers art mndcrinq, this is not just dot to tht {act that tht Japanese, and ititst Germans tiht Upub- 
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tiauu (oltnough. I Suspect tkU has a tot none to do with it than they let on in public) . The vol neoson U 
the Japanese and Germans both. suiply wtm to allow tXzU cuweney to bt iuzi <u tkz dollar a - 4,.e. , a 
wonld-wide currency that some Third World countries even peg l*eU °** cu*renctes ivuztlg to -- and *ish open- 
ing tip thai* economy to oaiudt influence and pomtla cooUol. Nope, neilhen the 6««uu on the Japanese have 
forgotten how iax they' we come -Uiiae. 1945, even if »e M , ... 

•Alio please expl&i* the decline of the British Empine, as Sxita^i began to decline well bef one U became 
p*oi*ctionisi in. tkz titvuntk oi itfoUd War I. (Both the UiOtad Statu and Germany had wlsomU Britain well 
begone 1914 -in most majon j/a«Uttciw o4 inAiUt^iol production. )' 

[I certainly don't point to West Germany or Japan as model economies. To a large extent, their economic 
policies prevent their people from reaping the economic rewards of their productivity. This is especially true 
in Japan, where prohibitive housing prices force Japanese to live in cramped quarters, and food prices are far 
higher than elsewhere in the West even as there is far less variety. Virtually all of the electronic products 
we Americans associate with Japan are cheaper here than they are there. I believe that both Germany and Japan 
— perhaps as a result of being land-poor and having a resource-rich imperial neighbor have a culture which 
de-emphasizes the individual and promotes self-abnegating cooperation as a nation. Earlier in this century, 
these cultures made possible Germany's and Japan's warlike nationalism. Today the cultures are one cause of the 
nations' economic productivity as well as their tendency toward mercantilism. In that sense, their protection- 
ism and their productivity are connected. But it doesn't follow therefrom that protectionism leads to economic 
success, nor that protectionism is appropriate for the United States. 

[For a complete explanation of the decline of the British Empire, you'll have to wait for my book, Glmm 
to the Corpse of a Dead Policy: The British Empire, 1856-19U, due out from Doubleday in October. But briefly, 
I'll suggest htffe that the British Empire fell because the British got stuck in their ways and the juggernaut of 
change rolled them over. Resistance to change in industry (by both labor and management) it exactly what^eadt 
to calls for protectionism here. Everybody wants to do things the old inefficient way, and when someone else 
does it in a new way, rather than respond in kind they cry foul and try to close down the competition, lit does- 
n't work.] 

"I can't believe you. zotuUzwL Gone electable. I mean tkz gay had absolutely no message op here* Hi* 
message seemed to bt UaUzd to 'I'm young, telegenic, and 4no« the Soot*. This mane* me electable so vote 4©* 
At Gone! ' TkU guy was wkic&d to wooing JwUk vote* by gating Koch to label evenyone else in the New yonh 
pnjjxvuiu anU-SzmUU. If that ain't desperate I don't hnow what Ul I would hardly call this a campaign with 
an electable stiaiegy that change* fnom vision, to region o4 tkz coantty. ... 

•In 4 act tne -Uonce Dung about At Gone was the gay became a watning ivigamnt a.g<uiut both neg-tonal eanar- 
dates and pruaarie*. Tne {owe* tend to ovetcommit tnemAetve* to one region, a 4a Gone, and (nit to develop a 
national platform and/on appeal. Tne tattzz encourage candidates to say wnatewee tnetf tKUk that ptutuutoi 
anea oi tkz county want* to neon and tnen doable back, {on tne next negion oi tkz counUy. Oil and go* policy 
U a good example. Up new in tne Nonln, a good way to loia vote* U to o^e* to nelp tne oil and gaA wmpanieA 
on vlUz tkz pnice oi oil and q<U tnnoagk an oil uitpont tax. Tne exact opposite U Uilz in moiX oi tkz South,. 
It would be iiiiimU ioz a candidate to lie unden tkz eovtent iuUem a* ne coald not count on getUng aU 04 
tne NontnU on South'* vote* at one 4ell iwoop.' 

[It is true that Gore was desperate in New York, but to say that Koch s rantings were directed by Gore is 
absurd. When I say Gore was the most electable of the Democrats, I'm talking about the general election. Duka- 
kis fared worst in parts of the country shere people have strong ties to small communities. Gore has the poten- 
tial to appeal to such people because, unlike Dukakis and much of the party, Gore represents a form of liberali- 
sm that doesn't suggest an elitist government that meddles with local affairs. Yes, Gore did out of desperation 
pander in New York. Welcome to politics. But any pandering he did in April only made up for his restraint in 
February. Unlike the other six Democratic candidates, Gore did not go to Iowa making promises to the farmers, 
teachers, feminists, labor, and other members of the liberal coalition looking for favors.] 

*I oJUo toUUn agnee witn you and Ken [Peel] -in you* dUcaUion o4 America and iU iividid izivuit 
government, you botk kit tkz naJJL on tne nead witn you* observation that American* want to have tneU cane (a 
lange wel4ane state) and eat it too (pay tne lowest taxes in tkz Fiut Wonld) . I am not sune who to blame any- 
mone — the polUicaiu on us, tne electonate wno neven demand* that they 4ace tkU gnowing iziitU and seneam* 
bloody munden when tney touch one o4 'out' pnognams on noise 'oun' laxes. Can't fault tne politicians too mxch, 
wwj time tney tny and do sometiung about tkz deficit we vote tnem out o4 oiiizz — i.e. , Walten Mondale, Bnuce 
Babbitt, etc.' 

[I don't share your indecision. I blame the electorate.] 
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"What do you. think oi tht itttnt iMntli zUUioiu? I jiut lajigk btcaiut in tht iditoiial pagu ~ at 
Ucut in, tht Philadelphia, paptM — and on tht mm talk. TV ih&u, ail tht \tpo\tt>u and anaiijiU kttp p\tdict~ 
in.3 that tht 'next' iltttion will bt 'it&Uivt. ' Thty'vt bttn pitditting that lot tht but thin tltetion*. 
DejRocia&j/ my Have, in (act -uadui an iapaMt dot to a tlaM conflict. Until luatl iUqIvu, it* awitnt intM.- 
nal conitict betauA. Stpnaxtit and ti<utvui liidnUm I don't think any election. wAl bt 'dttuivt." 

[Try as I might, I can't keep up with every issue. Israel is one that I don't pay much attention to.] 

Brad Wilson (Jan. 6): 'Kvnp at HUD — Uiokt oi guiiia 1 .' 

Benzene Rates the Administration 

Stroke of Genius: William Reilly (EPA); Jack Kemp (HUD). 

Good Choice: Richard Darman (budget director); Clayton Yeutter (agriculture); John Sununu (chief of 
staff). 

OK Choice: James Baker (state); Brent Scowcroft (national security advisor); William Bennett (drug czar); 
Richard Cheney (defense). 

Yawn: Elizabeth Dole (labor); Louis Sullivan (HHS); Robert Mosbacher (commerce). 

I'm Not Impressed: Dan Quayle (vice-president); Carla Hills (trade representative); Richard Thornburgh 
(attorney general); Nicholas Brady- (treasury). 

Blecch: Manuel Lujan (interior); Lauro Cavazos (education); John Tower (defense; take one). 

Who?: Samuel Skinner (transportation); Adm James Watkins (energy); Edward Derwinski (veterans). 

Til VIA 

A while ago I read something about some anti-corporate-takeover bill, sponsored by North Dakota's lone 
congressman Byron Dorgan. Seeing his name, the first thing that came to my perverse mind was to note that al 
Gore isn't the only member of Congress whose last name is an anagram for a creature in Titan. Looking through 
my almanac I see there's also Virginia's Jim Olin and Iowa's David Nagle. f- 

Question: For six free issues (divided among correct respondents, rounded up), name a movie star whose 
name is an anagram for a place name on the Diplomacy board. Hint: It's not a long name, and it'll sees very 
easy once you've figured it out. 
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